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FFAE J1F3E HEe 9542 #5533 Hel(Integrated Pest Manage-
ment: IPM)9] 523 AFEofolth ol HA*E A4FXACER] AFE WAsh: 2
I Ze A9 A gA T AR sF ATl et R o] &3] wfE o)
H A A A HAete Futo] ol AT EEXE duisl MHEPRYE §
Bt B8 Utk AEFFo] A4EAY 9F RYoA HtEAH R o]Fo] FH7 o]
ol ZAH 28849 AAE A (Subject-Specific: SS) ] B A w7 (Population-
Averaged: PA)H & 25 AH88H Fof|, 7 AFE v, ZE Yt

Keywords: GEE, GLIMMIX, ¥l &2 A zl5 GLMM

1. M2

24 ol 83 Ful A2 Sl EA QY A T shtolAA Aol A
AR FEE FUHL Q7] gE, 24Fvd g el =8 2 F240] Halst
= dAolth 24 n o hs hEA HE 05 AHulo]-2of(Two-Spotted Spider Mites:
TSSM)E € & A=, Ftolgole Fvl d Rdol AAsEM 4o 528 FFFL
24 gule) A 7Fx = B A A ARl Avd A4t Hy At 4%
9] 371 0.3-0.5 A ulE do] & Fo] §Fog Aol o ¥ ohlz}, AVHE &
S A o] 5L i Aol AT, AX 2BEE 1FoE 43092 £35L AR Y= A
oz 43A Ao

P11 Aol Zolol 3 A2 A AT o] & KA A4 sHE Fateo] FohE
o] Efoln], 2191.22 FHulo]gol & Eof 93 EFolth 2407 Ho] oz £
B HHE A H9, =3 0Re) d B A7) AFSA, o] H & FAtol HIMAE
o] Aol GME = A47HA LASHA "ok o] F9 I E w7 A A, Al
3o =Wz, AEA Wl 52 EXYE AT 227 e, ol A
A BESH FAE AHEE o FA A 7Y A 2] 2] R HH AR &8
g 5 A7 WEelth
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323 1.1 3E QA A A A s Aol gof

29 1.2 Fao] FolE o AR

o] A7E Ast fel= Rool Y& B 244 24 Y FRUFEE dg= Ad3}
2, Folug ol A4/5 /3 o £AF Y XE AL, Z AAA A 3AY A 42
5748] 29402 FA4E)E AR 2 9719] 4 Sl A+ Autolgo) HF9 8 =24
e s DEE, A/F/3 4 AXNF Y S AN AQY BEYY £ 3o
= SNES AN A8 Sl 3M 2z do] AIAE AHLP, A FREL
AEAANA AL AAL HACE o]} 22 BELF A4 19973 62 119714 &g
o g4 o] Fof Fr}

& A7 BA2 Huteolgole A=t AW X (/% /3 el uket Atel 7} Qe A,
Apol7t Ik o= fX ol #F D=7t 7B L2 Ao e ZASL, A7) e S
Bx9 A3 FolE XA YA o] & A3, $2l& Liang 3} Zeger (1986) 7} A ¢35
B Z g oM b3l 349 Al (Generalized Estimating Equation : GEE)2 Al-§
Pgon, o] WYL NAZ ST A & F 2o 2L FR2ATT A 2HEH
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0.

7 (Population-Averaged : PA) 7% ¥ (Zeger, Liang 18] 3 Albert, 1988)0j 2}t YA 1

itk o} &) 7|45 A (Subject-Specific : SS)AZ2WH el 31l WA £ 75 % (Penalized

Quasi-likelihood: PQL) 3% ¥ (Breslow 2} Clayton, 1993)& AFE &=, o] ¥ 2 A4t

3} A% 2% (McCullagh 9} Nelder, 1989)¢] 7] 250 Joja7E HEAU gnefEoz

] Wolfinger 2} O’connell (1993)¢] 2tA 8t GLIMMIX 2l& a3z Z 2 73 (SAS, 1992)0]

e gk ol tt. o] SS @E“o“ﬂ% PA H2WUH 3 28, 4 /A z25dd £424E
TEoZ A AA 2GS A Qo

2. GEE ¢ PQL

WA, PA F24E shtel GEE of ohs) 298} RES Stk &80y, 7} i9A)
AR jAR AR BHZHe FHITHD @ o, W Y = (v, v, yie)T & A
e tx 1(t < 6) 9 HSABEA HEL, X = (0,32, ,00) £ hxp D FABRL]
Gk o714 2yt x 191 ME ol Th ol ;o) T8 ABYEFHE AF 2GS £
the AR,

Flusy) = exp U—@f“’—” + (s, 9) (2.1)

olal, yy; 8 HEH A4S thast 2ok
E(yi;) = pyy = 0'(05), var(yi;) = V{(ui;)a(e) (2.2)

4714 V(i) = 1" (635) %-Eréﬁ—’?omcbh WA AE 24olth = X0 T B e
u‘“vni:(nila"'7niti)T71a—?—nij I]ﬁ] 7}‘5‘]111 047]A_]ﬁ (BlvﬁZa"'aﬁp)T
(

=
=
:
=
li
8

£ px 19 B4e] WEolm g,

EolERE 2L AFH AL, g(uy) = log(pis), V(pyg) = pij, 18 L a(d) =
10tk wheF S =Y, — g, p; = (#zla Tt ) , B3I D; = 0n,/0p 29, 1A 7RA o o

DIV 'S, =0 (2.3)

2
=
r]r

ov(¥;) S 2Tk 222, n e YW AAe] s HE2HA Aus

> DIv'si=0 (2.4)

i=1
ZhHed V=t x t; 2719 7FEE AR E (working covariance matrix)-g& VrERU T,

Vi = (Ai®:) P Ri(y)(A:9;)"/? (2.5)



188 BrEM ZR7]E

TZ ol & 252 Ag LY ()M W

UN Unstructured t(t+1)/2 pisI(i#£ )+ I(i =j)

CS Compound Symmetry 2 pIi# )+ 1(i=7)
AR(1) Autoregressive(1) 2 pli—it

TOEP Toeplitz t Pli—jl+1> (p1 = 1)
TOEP(2) Banded Toeplitz 2 Pii—ji+d(i — 3l < 2), (;pp = 1)

2B B ZFHAY. 97)A, 408t xt; 27|18 HAREEAN var(Yi) = 4% & W
ZA 2t mebA, 7R E S A Y] A Ratel EE = A9, 9 7HgE S
d (working correlation matrix) ¢l R;(y)7} vl 8] A H ofof 3t} GEE dl A= o8 7}¢] 7}
ABYEE AN BoeE2N B4 FAHE 31 Yt

212 Y XHA M AYLY FHE G AU, MR ol &, B4 )
g, 283 AR El (1,)RA €48 R ot

SS HIWR 9 Sl BFEMeE(PQL) 3L Y EF wl Fo RS WY =24
B 71 3hg p; = E(y;[u) B3 7H3 38, Fa3 FHEHe] 34

n; = 9(pn;) = XiB + Ziu (2.6)

2t Aedted, By Xt FHFYE N Aas = viAe] 2PER A ‘]°]‘31 ut o
¥ 79 g3t v Ao dAEN HEHEA FFL 0 o] A2 Dete A
RURSIRS ST £ Relan 8

PQL FHIHL, g(y;)E n; oA Taylor A7) 3 g, 2h= 7H8 4=(pseudo-response) & A
AN 71e, A = diag{gu(p;)} 2

Y, = XiB + Ziu+ Ay, — 1), (2.7)
7F Hof, Bt A = diag{g.(p;)} A A* = diag{gulg 1 (X:B)} 2 SAA 7 A

¥y, = XiB+ Ziu+ A%y, — ),
= X8+ Z;u+e*; (2.8)

7t A9, e*;= HFo] 00] 1 B4ko] R =cov(e*ily;) Q L2438 24e wa A ") o)
2(2.8)2 ¥H g, &

E(gl) = Xiﬁa
Var(y;,) = Z:DZF+R (2.9)

¢l 413 &1 3 (Linear Mixed Model)A] & o] %Al A t}. Brewlow £} Clayton(1993), 2.2
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1 Wolfinger 9} O’Connell(1993)-& A1(2.8)2 BE 4] 8 & a7t

XTW1/2R_1W1/2X XTwl/ZR—lwl/ZZ
H = ZTWI2R-1wi2x  ZTwl2R-1wi/2z + p-1 |’
w = [aT7?
§ = XiB+Zu+ Wy —p), (2.10)
< 7HHE ),
; Tyrl/2 p—11171/25
gl Pl XTWI/Z,{%_IWW? (2.11)
@ ZTWI2R-1W/2g
e TR YLAAL BE5APL ZAth 9714, D 2 RS Newton-Raphson ©| U EM
YnHFZL FANAE B3l @A Hed o e A(2.11) Ay
B — (XTV~1X)—1XTV—1Q
@ = DZTV Yy - XB) (2.12)

3. Xig2H

Hutolgofof that PA S AAS7] §isted, SAS &) PROC GENMOD & 259
Ae TEE AFRSIY BEAs Witk o714, 24709 AvuFel YW 9 X (4/E/3
£ CLASS W42 RSP, A7, 7, 3, 9, 10, 11)2 YeldE W45 time2] A Fge
time2, 32} A F FZ time3 2} FTH ol T YE31AA & & AXol A7t w3l wh
2 Y W3t 23 2 34k 4L e 7] miEolth =8 GENMOD & AHS- g
o] 9o}, BXE X ol (poisson) 2 E AATOZHN YATLE R (log) A E A H 2, 71
A § sub=plant*position &2 FFOZH, W8 Z o] Fu| T ke 4/F /5t ) X o A
o]F0] Atk AL YE I vt BAE, 4BFEY 4A<d, GEE o+ 23 &4
o] Hg FAREE MRS YoM, A sHsd GBI LES AR sty
Aok B AFoA = o] e 7MAAFE Fo 7hF wo] AH8H = UN, CS, AR(1), TOEP.
TOEP(2) & A8 Bttt #3.12 GEE £4 A%4E etz ed, 7M3agde) &
Aol Zolyrel &45F(up)d] YE7 55 F(mid) Y} 35 5 (down) AR EA 3] &
2 AL LT Utk A E EY, B HEE)CS A AR, AERIL FEFA vs 1Y
S 7} exp(0.4) = 1.49 8l o] 11, 3}F F ol wal A exp(0.37) = 1.45 w2t & 4= St}

T F5 R4 EFE Y Aol & AR5 A contrast F& AME B EH (B £ F),
FEEEC] 0.81-091 AEEHN F H XY 2ol |BHA Aokt

1¥3.1& PROC GENMOD oA 73 Futo]gofje] Hddx FAHXE A7t o3
IHE et A HY YE/ S5 PV SR dxRt 54 EEdS 2 o) o)



190

E 3.1: GEE ¥y & A&
LN X0

3 9

4EA, 27)F

240 U Aol Sol FTLES W REF AR

By UN CSs AR(1) TOEP TOEP(2)
Intercept 1.37 1.27 1.29 1.31 1.34
(0.61) (0.60) (0.62) (0.62) (0.63)
down -0.35 -0.37 -0.38 -0.37 -0.36
(0.18) (0.18) (0.18) (0.18) (0.18)
mid -0.36 -0.40 -0.40 -0.40 -0.40
(0.16) (0.15) (0.15) (0.15) (0.15)
up 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
time 2.51 2.62 2.59 2.57 2.53
(0.78) (0.74) (0.76)  (0.77) (0.78)
time2 -1.18  -1.20 -1.19 -1.18 -1.18
(0.26) (0.25) (0.26)  (0.26) (0.27)
time3 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13
(0.03) (0.02) (0.03) (0.03) (0.03)
z g
§ - U\U
o D‘n\‘ U
\ .
. S

o

9
Month

10

% 3.1: GEE °f 2% Aol gol) FFLE FAHA: U=2S

=Y
11

¥, M=33¥, D=33 %
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AL A AFRY Yo] A5ty F =Y FoEe] AFsy] wEelgty FEH
E3 A7k T8O Wa2e HulolSo U W FolE AHEY, 69-79 7MF =
L A= E Yehlith7} 89-1099] ¥ UEE K3 n Qled, 2 01%%, 8Y-10¥ 0]
v 2] W7o sgH o] 24 i3t vt A7 R eE FAH =, 24 K
#AeAEL 2 AEL HFY A 43l o]o] R 7] ufFoltt. kot et, o] A7)
o= 24U RS 2571 YE FolAA AutelSoje] & EN AFE F43) A7)
o Zolgtyr ¥ 4 ot
Ze ARE 7R 3, o] Hojl= A EA(SS) AP HA GLIMMIX wi=z2 ZF2 330
2 B4 Btk £&L2 oo vig T=§ YERY £1 gl&d], PROC GENMOD & o}
£ A2, GLIMMIX A% utE-Z2Aof o3t @ x}o) FRA oo = th2 dYanE AF
A & 5 Auie Aolrh Futo]| g A, ArlvtFol G & plant £ A A €Y R
2 FFe] i dAHY, 1 A5 7‘8 YR A F&E 4/5/3 o TES A= A
2 ¥ AaABAC 2AEA Bt o9} T2 A-L v v Aog, Hulo]gof
o AejE 5R4, ek ofE T 3 £84 tﬂﬂ Fabol gy BEV A FZHGY
Aol T2 YR thE REAAE U7t £& 7HeA o] A7) Wifolth.

® 32 FRAYP g IAYE 24 2(REML o =I1HF ), AIC, BIC, 18T
Scaled Deviance k& Vel Ao g Zlo] &L 48 AP 48

e UN CS AR(1) TOEP TOEP(2)
2 Res Log L 1353 1349 1340 1335 1337
AIC 1397 1335 1346 1349 1343
BIC 1423 1358 1350 1357 1347
Sc.Dev 4346 342 3329 3356 3316

GLIMMIX Wla 27 71 = & AdFdL A3 do) gk AP E AIC(Akaike’s
Information Criterion) 1} BIC(Bayesian Information Criterion)& "5@ g 4= Qlths Aot
#3295 GLIMMIX 9] ojg} 748 do] thet o] REY BFEE Uehd Aotk o7 A
Res Log L2 A 3% % (restricted likelihood)oll 2 2133} g1-2 2] U] &3 Sc.Devs A& 3}
g o]& X (Scaled Deviance) & 2] u)dl=tl, o] ZEC] F& £2 F& FJFZE o v3ic}

whabA, 4B E L TOEP(2) 7} 718 g8 AL = 2450, TOEP(22)Y B&L

(3.1)

2A, $E20) o8 FBVAV} o) K3 AAAAD EASE YehE o T3 Aok

ol ook Zutolgohe] WelF 717 25309 o 1, Baol thek Bol T ol o] A
7 P el o xetE AAZAT FE Fo] ARAAE UL Q& Ao 25HY.



192

I, 27F

¥ 3.3: GLIMMIX & ARS8 24730 ) Fupo] 3ol HFP o] hd 4345

Lo E2Ax RFE2A t p-value
Intercept 1.30 0.52 2.47 0.02
down -0.37 0.17 -2.19 0.03
mid -0.38 0.17 -2.31 0.02
up 0.00 . . .
time 2.58 0.63 411 <0.01
time2 -1.20 0.22 -5.54 <0.01
time3 0.14 0.02 6.43 <0.01

E 34 2AZUY AR w2 FEtelgo) dEAtolo] iy GLIMMIX 2| iz

3

A
H
R=1

(Estimate & Al-)
Label Estimate S.E. DF t Pr> [t
pos mid to up -0.38 0.17 348 -2.31 0.02
pos down to up -0.37 0.17 348 -2.19 0.03
pos down to mid 0.01 0.19 348 0.0 0.96
3 -
g 81
E
l
8 8-
§ u
] n\n\
' U
\ﬂ /n
o -
T T Ll ] 1 ¥
6 7 8 9 10 11
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£3.33% ®3.4% GLIMMIX off 913 £ Z#-E vehd Zojth. GEE W3 vpid7tA)
E GLIMMIX A& 4352 BE71 537U 35552 9EE T} & exp(0.38) = 1.46 ¥l
S Aoz #¥Et 28U, 359 85 F Atole] dxAtel: &340 YEYR o] A
o gt B} o] 59 FAHAES AHEdt] AT whE FFEES W3E IY Ao 2
g3.20ich 2H31A v EE o}, Aol mhE W Fols AR HRElH, F¥ Y e+ GEE
off 2%k grol & A vt Yo

PA % SS WS & ©f AHAlS] 2HE W, SS o B¢, 4 &aH ult FolFE wl e
ZAF FEEE 7L

E(ylu) = 97 (@78 + z¥u) = exp(xTB + 2Tu) (3.2)

o

ERPHozRE U7 Wi, yo] FHEEZY JUFE2
E(y) = exp(z” B) exp(07/2) {3.3)

7} Bt} (McCullach 2} Searle, 2001).
34, PA ¥bgel M s o) g

E(y) = exp(z” B.) (3.4)
e 2348 7MY gEol, ek o £ 002hd, PAS) B, 9 BH AYHE Bt
SS9 B o WRYRT A4(02/2) 2 713 Aok G2k, B A4 EHI} FEE

Ue AR 21Y2E A8Y A9, GEE 9 GLIMMIX ¢ Aele 2, 4
oz 4usolArh olsh TL VYL F 1Y, 1W31F 132 waRe R
% ek

4.

MY

=2
[

SAZ v o] A s Futel ool RE2AE AAEAA Ao 2JDHEH J2
WHos Zd A= Bith GEE Wilo] 93l HYRY o) ZxAA ESARE
€ OFE dEAA PHS AT Asols EF32, WEAAK nested factor)t 28
T4 Al(split-plot) 2 Z-& B33 Pl EFRP L P TAY & ok AFA g
28 AYIL At} 53], B AF oA vk o] o] 0] A= A Ee] Folek= GEE 9
71L& @4 o] glo] Hel7ldl, GEE 9 A2 A S AYx vty & 5 Uk

J3 s 731, GEE of o8t B AT+ 2R A9} FAFE 2o]7t A&AAA
GLIMMIX 9] €429 4281 ok E4ATA & 4 gxeo], Auto]Goje UE
B2 4EAY 435 4 Ex3tx gloH, 6-790e ¥2 TEE 71T Yokt
8-10g0) oj28 YE+ ol 1, 114 FHE A S48t FAHE RodF1 Yot

R & AR A0 i dukst AP R Y2 v AREAJDN AL BEE, 9 ALY
AR o%ex] B3 Bopolnk ot Uik AYEYF VRS AT e
olgA EFAWE /T FAAW, T FeRd o]ES MAA RN HET A A7)
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33 o) Fol AR Agk7] WEoltar AT oY BHAA, & =EL Aol sl
o UEREE FAT olH HEEHXEE T3 PA, SS e 47 AL, vl T
AHE BE AZAD ATk o] £ 24D Y ASURE SISNYRYE FV L
E5A32E S0 dE 2 A2 g8 v 4243
nE
data a;
input date $ plant position $ tssm time;
cards;

97-6-20 1 up 0 1
97-6-20 1 up 0 2
97-6-20 1 up 22 3
97-6-20 1 mid 6 4

proc genmod data=a;
class plant position ;
model tssm=position time time2 time3 /dist=poisson;
repeated sub=plant*position /type=cs corrw;
contrast ’pos mid to up’ position 0 1 -1
contrast ’pos down to up’ position 1 0 -1
contrast ’pos down to mid’ position 1 -1 0

Tun;

%glimmix(data=a,
procopt=method=reml,
stmts=Ystr(
class plant position ;
model tssm = position time time2 time3/solution htype=1;
random plant;
repeated /type=toep(2) sub=plant*position rcorr;
estimate ’pos mid to up’ position 0 1 -1;
estimate ’pos down to up’ position 1 0 -1;
estimate ’pos down to mid’ position 1 -1 0;
), error=poisson, link=log )
run;

1]

nes

—_
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A Study on Spatial and Temporal Distribution of a Pest
via Generalized Linear Mixed Models

Heungsun Park? Kijong Cho?

ABSTRACT

It is an important research area in Integrated Pest Management System to estimate
the pest density within plants, because the artificial controls such as spraying pesticides
or biological enemies depend on the information of pest density. This paper studies the
population density distribution of two-spotted spider mite in glasshouse roses. As the
data were collected repeatedly on the same subject, Subject-Specific and Population
Averaged approaches are used and compared.

Keywords: GEE, GLIMMIX, Longitudinal Data, GLMM
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